To: Examiner Andrew T. Sever 



From: Taml Daw 



3-23-06 1:32pm p. 15 of 35 
Attorney Docket: O12.P47006C 



REMARKS 

The present patent application has been reviewed in light of the office action, dated 
August 5, 2005, in which claims 1 , 2, 4, 6-7, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Li, U.S. Patent No. 6,739,726 (hereinafter "Li"). 

Claims 30, 34, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chuane. U.S. Patent No. 6,527,420 (hereinafter "Chuang"). 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Li further view 
of BootheiaL U.S. Patent No. 6,1 1 1 ,618 (hereinafter "Booth"). 

Claims 8-10, 13-14, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Li in further view of Chuang. 

Claims 16-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mihalakis. U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0176054 (hereinafter "Mihalakis") in 
view of Li. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mibalakis is 
view of Li and further in view of Butterw^etaL U.S. Patent No. 6,005,722 (hereinafter 
"Butterworth"). 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mihalakis in 
view of Li and further in view of Chuang. 

Claims 21, 23, 39-40, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mihalakis in view of Chuang. 

Claims 22 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mihalakis in view of Chuang, and further in view of Li. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mihalakis in 
view of Chuang, and further in view of Butterworth. 
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Claims 31 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Chuang in view of Li. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chuang in 

view of Booth. 

Reconsideration of the above-referenced patent application in view of the following 
remarks is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-21, 23-30, 33-38, and 39-42 have been amended. Claim 15 was 
previously withdrawn. Claims 5, 22, 31-32, and 38 have been cancelled. Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16- 
21, 23-30, 33-38, and 39-42 are pending. 

Re jections under 35 U.S.C. 6 10 2(e) and 6 103(a) 

None of the Li, Chuang, Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications 
disclose "wherein the first light rays exit the CPC with an etendue less than about 7 mm 2 .sr" as 
claimed in claim 1 . Therefore, claim 1 is not anticipated by any of the Li, Chuang, Booth, 
Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications. Further, any combination of the Li, Chuang, 
Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications would fail to provide all of the 
limitations of claim 1 , and therefore claim 1 patentably distinguishes from the Li, Chuang, 
Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications. Claims 16, 21, 25, 30, 37, and 39 
include similar limitations to the limitation of claim 1 discussed above. Therefore, claims 1, 16, 
21, 25, 30, 37, and 39, and the claims that depend from them, are distinguished from and 
patentable over the Li, Chuang, Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications. It is, 
therefore, respectfully requested that the Examiner withdraw the rejection as to these claims. 

It is noted that claimed subject matter may be patentably distinguished from the cited 
patents and/or patent application for additional reasons; however, the foregoing is believed to 
be sufficient. Likewise, it is noted that the Assignee's failure to comment directly upon any of 
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the positions asserted by the Examiner in the office action does not indicate agreement or 
acquiescence with those asserted positions. 
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HONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully asserted that all of Hie claims pending in the 
present patent application are in condition for allowance. If the Examiner has any questions, he 
is invited to contact the undersigned at (503) 439-6500. Reconsideration of the present patent 
application and early allowance of all the claims is respectfully requested. Please charge any 
underpayments or credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 50-3703. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: . 



Calvin E. Wells 
Reg. No. 43,256 



Berkeley Law and Technology Group, LLC 
1700 NW 167th Place, Suite 240 
Beaverton, OR 97006 
(503)439-6500 



/ Htreby certify that this correspond*** U being deposited wilh the Vnited States Postal Service "fg^j£ t "? h 
ntfcient postage tn an envelope address Commissioner for Patent,, P.O. Box 1 450, Alexandria. VA 223 13-1450 on. 

Date of Transmission • t 

~\QcWlPfl- >>QV?> r 

Name of Person Trqnsir&tttng Correspondence 

Signature Date 
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